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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communication filed 8/26/05. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-10, 15-21, 24-38, 40-41 and 44-45 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Mitchell (6,701 ,350) in view of Cover et al (6,961 ,905). 

Regarding method claim 1 Mitchell discloses, 

Acquiring a page of content (note col. 2 line 43, web page examiner interprets as 
page of content); 

Identifying one or more features in the page that are to be suppressed or not to 
be suppressed (note col. 2 lines 42-43, examiner interprets selecting of text portion as 
identifying a feature in the page to be suppressed); and 

Preparing a substitute page that only includes images of the identified features 
that are not to be suppressed (note col. 2 lines 39-45, examiner interprets the filtering or 
omitting of selected region results in substitute page image). 

Although web page contents include images, Mitchell does not clearly disclose 
an image of the web page. Cover discloses displaying and importing images (note col. 
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4 lines 57-67, importing page data i.e. spreadsheets). Mitchell and Cover are 
combinable because they disclose web page contents. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include importing an 
image of a page in the system of Mitchell as evidenced by Cover. The 
suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been referencing markup code with 
image files (note col. 4 lines 65 - col. 5 line 2). 

Regarding claim 2 Mitchell discloses, 

Acquiring page content comprises scanning a page of content into an electronic 
format (note col. 3 lines 23-29, lines cite scan page content). 

Regarding claim 3 Mitchell discloses, 

Acquiring an image of a page of content comprises converting electronic text into 
an electronic format (note fig. 1 block 104 and col. 2 lines 59-60, source document 
included test data). 

Regarding claim 4 Mitchell discloses, 

Acquiring an image of a page of content comprises retrieving a page that was 
previously stored in a memory (note col. 4 lines 4-16). 



Regarding claim 5 Mitchell discloses, 
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Features that are not to be suppressed include determining location and size 
information for the features in the page that meet a non-suppression criterion (note col. 
2 lines 46-52, web page excludes suppressed features). 

Regarding claim 6 Mitchell discloses, 

The non-suppression criterion identifies text in the page (note col. 2 lines 46-52, 
web page excludes suppressed features). 

Regarding claim 7 Mitchell disclose, 

The non-suppression criterion identifies text that matches one or more specified 
terms (note col. 2 lines 46-52, web page excludes suppressed features). 

Regarding claim 8 Mitchell discloses, 

The non-suppression criterion identifies a non-text object (note col. 2 lines 46-52, 
excludes suppressed features). 

Regarding claim 9 Mitchell discloses, 

The non-text object has text associated therewith and the non-suppression 
criterion identifies the non-text object by reference to the objects associated text (note 
col. 2 lines 46-52 excludes suppressed features remaining information left). 



Regarding claim 10 Mitchell discloses, 



Application/Control Number: 10/668,690 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2627 

Preparing a substitute page comprises generating a blank image and using the 
location and size information to copy one or more images of the non-suppressed 
features from the original page image to the blank image (note col. 6 lines 46-52, blank 
zone). 

Regarding claims 15 and 40 Mitchell discloses, 

Preparing a substitute page comprises removing image information from the 
original page image that fails to correspond to the features that are not to be 
suppressed (note col. 2 lines 44-45, removes undesirable features). 

Regarding claims 16 and 41 Mitchell discloses, 

Preparing a substitute page comprises removing image information from the 
original page image that corresponds to the feature that is to be suppressed (note col. 2 
lines 44-45, filtered images are suppressed features). 

Regarding claim 17 Mitchell discloses, 

Identifying features that are to be suppressed includes determining location and 
size information for the features in the page image that meet a suppression criterion 
(note col. 2 lines 48-55, templates filter scripts) 

Regarding claim 18 Mitchell discloses, 
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The suppression criterion identifies text in the page image (note col. 2 lines 59- 

61). 

Regarding claim 19 Mitchell discloses, 

The suppression criterion identifies text that does not match one or more 
specified terms (note col. 3 lines 30-35, keyword are specified terms). 



Regarding claim 20 Mitchell discloses, 

The suppression criterion identifies a non-text object (note col. 3 lines 53-65, 
geometric area and advertisement are non-text objects). 

Regarding claim 21 Mitchell discloses, 

The non-text object has text associated therewith and suppression criterion 
identifies the non -text object by reference to the object's associated text (note col. 3 
lines 53-65). 

Regarding claims 24 and 44 Mitchell discloses, 

Storing the substitute page in a page image database for later retrieval (note col. 
4 lines 4-10, cites retrieval of web page). 

Regarding claims 25 and 45 Mitchell discloses, 
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A stored substitute image, when retrieved, constitutes an original page image 
that is subject to further suppression by (1 ) identifying one or more features in the 
retrieved page image that are to be suppressed or not to be suppressed, and (2) 
preparing a substitute page image that only includes images of the identified features 
that are not to be suppressed (note col. 2 lines 40-50). 

Regarding claims 26 and 36 Mitchell discloses, 

Referring to an access rule that limits an amount of the content that can be 
included in the substitute page image, and determining information for features in the 
page image that can remain in the page image in accordance with the access rule (note 
col. 2 lines 45-50, filter script limits amount included in page image). 

Regarding claims 27 and 37 Mitchell discloses, 

Determining information for features that can remain in the page image 
includes determining location and size information of the features (note fig. 1 block 104, 
source document). 

Regarding claims 28 and 38 Mitchell discloses, 

Preparing a substitute page image comprises generating a blank image and 
using the location and size information to copy pixel information for the features that can 
remain into the substitute page image at the same locations as in the original page 
image (note col. 2 line 51-52, Blank zone). 
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Regarding claim 29 Mitchell discloses, 

The access rule defines an aggregate amount of content that can be included in 
the substitute page image (note col. 2 lines 50-60 URL includes aggregate amount of 
contents). 

Regarding claim 30 Mitchell discloses, 

The access rule defines a percentage of content that can be included in the 
substituted page image (note col. 2 lines 50-60). 

Regarding claim 31 Mitchell discloses, 

The access rule defines the amount of content based on content-specific 
information (note col. 2 lines 50-60). 

Regarding claim 32 Mitchell discloses, 

The access rule defines the amount of content based on content ownership (note 
(note col. 2 lines 40-45, users selecting shows ownership). 

Regarding claim 33 Mitchell discloses, 

Referring to different access rules based on the location of a user (note col. 2 
lines 49-52, user refers web page). 
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Regarding claim 34 Mitchell discloses, 

Referring to different access rules based on the times at which the substitute 
page image is to be provided to a user (note col. 2 lines 45-60). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 11-14, 22-23, 39 and 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mitchell and Cover et al as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Bates et al (6,809,741). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 39 Mitchell as modified is silent disclosing, 

Copying images of the non-suppressed features comprises copying pixel 
information for the non-suppressed features from the original page image to the 
substitute page image at one or more locations corresponding to the location of the non- 
suppressed features in the original page image. However, Bates discloses examining 
web pages through browser displaying local copying of an original image (note col. 5 
lines 23-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to copy image in the system of Mitchell. 
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Examining web page images would have been highly desirable feature in the extraction 
art due to its memory functions and Bates recognizes that examining image data would 
be expected when copying of images in Bates is included in Mitchell. 

Regarding claims 12 and 42 Mitchell as modified discloses, 

Including background image information in the substitute page image that 
simulates background information in the original page image (note Bates col. 5 lines 30- 
35). 

Regarding claim 13 Mitchell as modified discloses, 

Background image information is included in the substitute page image by 
duplicating pixel information from the background of the original page image to the 
background of the substitute page image (note Bates col. 5 lines 30-35) 

Regarding claim 14 Mitchell as modified discloses, 

Background pixel information form one or more locations in the original page 
image is duplicated at corresponding locations in the substitute page image and 
interpolated through the remainder of the substitute page image to produce background 
image information for the substitute page image (note Bates col. 5 lines 30-35). 



Regarding claim 22 Mitchell as modified Bates discloses, 
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Including background image information in the substitute page image by 
duplicating pixel information from the background of the original page image to the 
background of the substitute page image (note Bates col. 5 lines 45-55, background 
information copied). 

Regarding claims 23 and 43 Mitchell as modified discloses, 

Including background image information in the substitute page image by 
differentiating foreground pixel information from background pixel information, and 
removing foreground pixel information from the substitute page image that corresponds 
to the features to be suppressed (note Bates col. 5 lines 45-55). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory M. Desire whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7449. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (6:30-3:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bhavesh Mehta can be reached on (571) 272-7453. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Gregory M. Desire 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2627 



G.D. 

November 1 1 , 2005 




